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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 
CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for 
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely 
paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicant's submission filed on 23FEB2009 has been entered. 

2. Claims 16 and 20 have been canceled by Applicant. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the 1 Inited States befi ire the in\ entii m b\ the applicant ti >r patent < >r (2) a patent granted < >n an applicatti in r< >r patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 6-10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kenyon et al. (US Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl). 

a) Consider claims 1, Kenyon et al. clearly show and disclose, a method of sharing computer 
objects (abstract, column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49, lines 54-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 3-8, 
column 5 lines 26-29), comprising: storing in computer memory, association information relating to 
one or more associations (column 4 lines 3-8, column 7 lines 10-15) between a selected object in a 
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first computer space and one or more first objects in the first computer space, wherein the 
association information is determined automatically based upon prior interactions between the user 
and the objects in the first computer space (abstract, column 2 lines 14-24, column 3 lines 31-40, 
column 4 lines 11-23 lines 28-36, column 5 lines 26-30, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 16-24), 
and wherein the objects are at least one of files, applications, contacts or communications (digital 
information objects, documents, files) (abstract, column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49 lines 66-67, column 2 
line 1, column 4 lines 3-6, column 8 lines 32-36); sharing the selected object (documents, emails, 
shared network files) (column 8 lines 32-36) and the association information from the first computer 
space with a second computer space, the second computer space including one or more of the 
second objects that match the one or more first objects (column 1 lines 62-65, column 3 lines 34-40, 
column 7 lines 10-15); identifying in the second computer space the one or more second objects in 
the second computer space (column 1 lines 62-65, column 3 lines 34-40, column 5 lines 14-29, 
column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15); and automatically forming the one or more associations 
(inherent from the teachings of Kenyon et al. since keywords defining overlays (i.e. associations) are 
contained in the document and they are transferred with the document when shared and the overlay 
is downloadable and can be made available globally) (column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 lines 59-66, 
column 7 lines 10-15) between the selected object and the second objects preexisting in the second 
computer space upon the sharing of the selected object and the association information from the 
first computer space to the second computer space (column 3 lines 34-40, column 5 lines 14-29, 
column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15). 

b) Consider claim 10, Kenyon et al. clearly show and disclose, computer readable storage 
media that facilitate forming context associations between first and second objects that are stored in 
computer memory and are associated with each other based on user computer interactions (abstract, 
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column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49, lines 54-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 3-8, column 5 lines 26- 
29), the computer readable storage media comprising: instructions for storing in memory association 
information relating to one or more associations (column 4 lines 3-8, column 7 lines 10-15) between 
a selected object in a first computer space and one or more first objects in the first computer space, 
wherein the association information is determined automatically based upon prior interactions 
between the user and the objects in the first computer space (abstract, column 2 lines 14-24, column 
3 lines 31-40, column 4 lines 11-23 lines 28-36, column 5 lines 26-30, column 6 lines 59-66, column 
7 lines 16-24); instructions for sharing the selected object (documents, emails, shared network 
files) (column 8 lines 32-36) and the stored association information from the first computer space 
with a second computer space, the second computer space including one or more second objects 
that are respectively identical to one or more of the first objects (column 1 lines 62-65, column 3 
lines 34-40, column 7 lines 10-15); instructions for identifying in the second computer space the one 
or more second objects (column 1 lines 62-65, column 3 lines 34-40, column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 
lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15); and instructions for automatically creating one or more 
associations between the selected object and the one or more second objects in the second 
computer space (inherent from the teachings of Kenyon et al. since keywords defining overlays (i.e. 
associations) are contained in the document and they are transferred with the document when 
shared and the overlay is downloadable and can be made available globally) (column 3 lines 34-40, 
column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15). 

c) Consider claim 3 and 12, and as applied to claim 1 and 10 above, Kenyon et al. clearly 
show and disclose one or more associations between the selected object in the first computer space 
and the one or more first objects in the first computer space include an indirect association between 
the selected object and a particular first object, the indirect association including a direct association 
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between the selected object and an intervening first object and a direct association between the 
intervening first object and the particular first object (inherent from the teachings of Kenyon et al. 
since overlays are created which include concepts described by keywords and linked to objects 
which may in turn be linked to other concepts through similar association, thus it is possible for 
objects to be linked bother directly and indirectly through their associations) (abstract, column 1 lines 
46-49 lines 62-65, column 2 lines 52-54 lines 60-67, column 3 lines 1-10 lines 21-24, column 7 lines 
4-24). 

d) Consider claim 6, and as applied to claim 1 above, Kenyon et al. clearly show and 
disclose the selected object and the first objects include computer files (digital information objects, 
documents, files) (abstract, column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49 lines 66-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 
3-6, column 8 lines 32-36). 

e) Consider claim 7, and as applied to claim 1 above, Kenyon et al. clearly show and 
disclose at least one of the first and second computer spaces corresponds to a computer memory 
store (inherent from the teachings if Kenyon et al. since a memory would be required to store 
WWW sites, emails, local documents, shared network files, presentation program files, spread sheets 
etc.) (column 8 lines 32-41). 

f) Consider claim 8, and as applied to claim 1 above, Kenyon et al. clearly show and 
disclose at least one of the first and second computer spaces corresponds to an accessible space of 
computer objects (abstract, column 1 lines 46-65, column 2 lines 52-54, column 8 lines 32-36) that 
are accessible by a user. 

g) Consider claim 9, and as applied to claim 1 above, Kenyon et al. clearly show s and 
disclose the sharing includes copying the selected object from the first computer space to the second 
computer space (column 7 lines 10-15, column 8 lines 32-41). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of 1 his title-, if the differences between the subject matter si night t« > be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been ob\ ions at the time the in\ cntion was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 1 'atent abilit \ shall not be negati\ed In the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 2, 5, 11, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kenyon et al. (US Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl) in view of Batty et al. (US Patent # US 6,223,212 
Bl). 

a) Consider claims 2 and 11, and as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, Kenyon et al. 
clearly show and disclose storing in the first computer space association information relating to an 
association between the selected object and the second computer space (column 4 lines 3-8, column 
7 lines 10-15) However, Kenyon et al. does not specifically disclose determining whether the 
association between the selected object and the second computer space is of an extent greater than a 
predetermined threshold; wherein the selected object is shared from the first computer space with 
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the second computer space upon a determination that the association between the selected object 
and the second computer space is of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold. 

Batty et al. discloses determining whether the association between the selected object and the 
second computer space is of an extent greater than a predetermined threshold (figure 2, column 2 
lines 45-56, column 4 lines 8-18); wherein the selected object is shared from the first computer space 
with the second computer space upon a determination that the association between the selected 
object and the second computer space is of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold 
(column 2 lines 56-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Batty et al. into the system of Kenyon et al. for 
the purpose of coordinating the sharing of an application with multiple computer systems (column 2 
lines 42-44). 

b) Consider claims 5 and 14, and as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, Kenyon et al. 
show and disclose the claimed invention. However, Kenyon et al. does not specifically disclose that 
at least one of the one or more associations is unidirectional between the selected object the one of 
the first objects. 

Batty et al. show and disclose that one or more associations are unidirectional (Batty et al., 
figure 1, column 3 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-3 lines 33-40, column 5 lines 21-23) between the 
selected object the one of the first objects. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Batty et al. into the system of Kenyon et al. for 
the purpose of determining control over an application (column 4 lines 33-40). 
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8. Claims 4 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kenyon et 
al. (US Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl) in view of Batty et al. (US Patent # US 6,223,212, Bl) as 
applied to claims 3 and 12 above, and further in view of Hatori (US Patent Publication # US 
2003/00221122 Al). 

a) Consider claims 4 and 13, and as applied to claims 3 and 12 above, Kenyon et al. as 
modified by Batty et al. clearly shows and discloses the claimed invention except automatically 
sharing from the first computer space with the second computer space the intervening first object, 
together with the direct association between the selected object and the intervening first object and 
the direct association between the intervening first object and the particular first object. 

In the same field of endeavor, Hatori clearly shows and discloses a file sharing service 
(abstract, paragraph [0004], [0005], [0010]) that allows downloading files (paragraph [0053] 
paragraph [0054]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Hatori into the teachings of Kenyon et al. as 
modified by Batty et al. for the purpose of sharing the intervening object together with the direct 
association between the first object and the particular object. Such a feature would have made the 
system of Kenyon et al. more efficient by not only sharing the indirect association between the first 
object and particular object but also sharing the intervening object and the direct associations 
between the first object and particular object that cause the indirect association to be made. 

9. Claims 15, 17, 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kenyon et al. (US Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl) in view of Hatori (US Patent Publication # US 
2003/00221122 Al). 
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a) Consider claim 15, Kenyon et al. clearly show and disclose, a method of sharing 
computer objects comprising: storing in a computer memory, association information relating to one 
or more associations (column 4 lines 3-8, column 7 lines 10-15) between a selected object in a first 
computer space and a second computer space, wherein the association information is determined 
automatically based upon prior interactions between the user and one or more objects in the first 
computer space (abstract, column 2 lines 14-24, column 3 lines 31-40, column 4 lines 11-23 lines 28- 
36, column 5 lines 26-30, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 16-24), and wherein the objects are at 
least one of files, applications, contacts or communications (digital information objects, documents, 
files) (abstract, column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49 lines 66-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 3-6, 
column 8 lines 32-36); initiating sharing of the selected object (documents, emails, shared network 
files) (column 8 lines 32-36) from the first computer space with the second computer space. 
However, Kenyon et al. does not specifically disclose determining an extent of the association of the 
selected object with the second computer space; permitting sharing of the selected object with the 
second computer space if it is determined that the extend of association of the selected object with 
the second computer space is greater than a predetermined threshold; and interfering with the 
sharing of the selected object with the second computer space if the association of the selected 
object with the second computer space is not of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold. 

Hatori shows and discloses file sharing service in which the sharing of files is 
terminated/disabled bases upon a predetermined security level (i.e. threshold) wherein, the service 
determines an extent of the association of the selected object with the second computer space 
(abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0012], paragraph [0013], paragraph 
[0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]); permits sharing of the selected object with the second 
computer space if it is determined that the association of the selected object with the second 
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computer space is of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] 
lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]); and 
interferes with the sharing of the selected object with the second computer space if the association 
of the selected object with the second computer space is not of an extent greater than the 
predetermined threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0012], 
paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Hatori into the system of Kenyon et al. for the 
purpose of permitting/interfering with the sharing of a selected object based on a predetermined 
threshold for security reasons (paragraph [0021]). Such a feature would have made the overall system 
of Kenyon et al. more secure by limiting access based on a predetermined threshold. 

b) Consider claim 17, and as applied to claim 15 above, Kenyon et al. as modified by 
Hatori clearly show and disclose, the method of claim 15 further including automatically sharing 
from the first computer space with the second computer space an association (inherent from the 
teachings of Kenyon et al. since keywords defining overlays (i.e. associations) are contained in the 
document and they are transferred with the document when shared and the overlay is downloadable 
and can be made available globally) (Kenyon; column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 
lines 10-15) in the first computer space between the selected object and a first object that is in both 
the first computer space and the second computer space. 

c) Consider claim 19, Kenyon et al. clearly show and disclose, computer readable storage 
media that facilitate forming context associations between first and second objects that are stored in 
computer memory and are associated with each other based on user computer interactions (abstract, 
column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49, lines 54-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 3-8, column 5 lines 26- 
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29), the computer readable media, comprising: instructions for storing in memory association 
information relating to one or more associations (column 4 lines 3-8, column 7 lines 10-15) between 
a selected object in a first computer space and a second computer space, wherein the association 
information is determined automatically based upon prior interactions between the user and the 
objects (abstract, column 2 lines 14-24, column 3 lines 31-40, column 4 lines 11-23 lines 28-36, 
column 5 lines 26-30, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 16-24), and wherein the objects are at 
least one of files, applications, contacts and communications (digital information objects, 
documents, files) (abstract, column 1 lines 7-9 lines 46-49 lines 66-67, column 2 line 1, column 4 lines 
3-6, column 8 lines 32-36). However, Kenyon et al does not specifically discloses instructions for 
determining whether the association of the selected object with the second computer space is of an 
extent greater than a predetermined threshold; instructions for permitting sharing of the selected 
object with the second computer space if it is determined that the association of the selected object 
with the second computer space is of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold; and 
instructions for interfering with the sharing of the selected object with the second computer space if 
the association of the selected object with the second computer space is not of an extent greater 
than the predetermined threshold. 

Hatori shows and discloses file sharing service in which the sharing of files is 
terminated/ disabled bases upon a predetermined security level (i.e. threshold) wherein, the service 
determines whether the association of the selected object with the second computer space is of an 
extent greater than a predetermined threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 13-17, 
paragraph [0012], paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]); permits 
sharing of the selected object with the second computer space if it is determined that the association 
of the selected object with the second computer space is of an extent greater than the predetermined 
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threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], 
paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]); and interferes with the sharing of the selected object with the 
second computer space if the association of the selected object with the second computer space is 
not of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 
13-17, paragraph [0012], paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Hatori into the system of Kenyon et al. for the 
purpose of permitting/interfering with the sharing of a selected object based on a predetermined 
threshold for security reasons (paragraph [0021]). Such a feature would have made the overall system 
of Kenyon et al. more secure by limiting access based on a predetermined threshold. 

d) Consider claim 21, and as applied to claim 19 above, Kenyon et al. as modified by 
Hatori clearly show and disclose, the medium of claim 19 further including instructions for 
automatically sharing from the first computer space with the second computer space an association 
(inherent from the teachings of Kenyon et al. since keywords defining overlays (i.e. associations) are 
contained in the document and they are transferred with the document when shared and the overlay 
is downloadable and can be made available globally) (Kenyon; column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 lines 
59-66, column 7 lines 10-15) in the first computer space between the selected object and a first 
object that is in both the first computer space and the second computer space. 
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10. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kenyon et al. (US 
Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl) in view of Hatori (US Patent Publication # US 2003/00221122 Al) 
and further in view of Batty et al. (US Patent # US 6,223,212, Bl). 

a) Consider claim 18, and as applied to claim 17 above, Kenyon et al. as modified by 
Hatori. However, Kenyon et al. as modified by Hatori does not specifically disclose that the 
association is unidirectional between the selected object the first object. 

Batty et al. show and disclose that one or more associations are unidirectional (figure 1, 
column 3 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-3 lines 33-40, column 5 lines 21-23) between the selected 
object the one of the first objects. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Batty et al. into the system of Kenyon et al. as 
modified by Hatori for the purpose of determining control over an application (column 4 lines 33- 
40). 



11. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kenyon et al. (US 
Patent # US 6,792,430 Bl) in view of Hatori (US Patent Publication # US 2003/00221122 Al) 
and further in view of Farnham et al. (US Patent # US 7,343,365 B2). 

a) Consider claim 22, and as applied to claim 15 above, Kenyon et al. as modified by 
Hatori et al. clearly show and disclose, the method of claim 15, determining the extent of association 
between the selected object and the second computer space (abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 
lines 13-17, paragraph [0013], paragraph [0015], paragraph [0016], paragraph [0021]). However, 
Kenyon et al. as modified by Hatori et al. does not specifically disclose the extent of association 
between the selected object and the second computer space is determined based on at least on an 
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extent of association between the selected object and a user associated with the second computer 
space. 

Farnham et al. show and disclose an automatic context association system that identifies 
associations between computer objects and accesses them based in accordance with user context, 
wherein extent of association is determined based on at least on an extent of association between the 
selected object and a user associated with the second computer space (abstract, column 2 lines 1-4, 
column 3 lines 32-45 lines 54-58 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-10 lines 51-67, column 5 lines 36-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate determining an extent of association between the selected object 
and a user, as taught by, Farnham et al. into the system of Kenyon et al. as modified by Hatori et al. 
for the purpose of determining access to objects based on the extent of a user's association with the 
object (Farnham; column 3 lines 32-39). 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed 23FEB2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Kenyon does not teach "...the second computer space including one 
or more second objects' that match the one or more first objects." or "execute the step of 
identifying the one or more second objects' in the second computer space nor does it teach or 
suggest automatically forming one or more associations between the selected object and the second 
objects' preexisting in the second computer space upon the sharing of the selected object and the 
association information from the first computer space to the second computer space." 
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The Examiner respectfully disagrees; Kenyon clearly discloses sharing the selected object 
(documents, emails, shared network files) (column 8 lines 32-36) and the association information 
from the first computer space with a second computer space, the second computer space including 
one or more of the second objects that match the one or more first objects (column 1 lines 62-65, 
column 3 lines 34-40, column 7 lines 10-15). Kenyon clearly discloses a system for creating 
associative links between computer objects (documents, emails, shared network files) and that those 
links be shared in the form of an overlay between computer spaces by the user. When the first user 
shares the overlay (i.e. the associative links) with second user it creates the same links that were on 
the first user's computer on the second user's computer; this would necessarily require matching files 
to be present on the second computer space. Kenyon uses the example where a user wants to create 
a associative trail though a group of addressable objects in order to share with a second user and aid 
in the second user's navigation through the same files (column 3 lines 20-40, column 7 lines 10-24). 
This would only work if the second user had the same files in the second computer space. 

Kenyon clearly discloses identifying in the second computer space the one or more second 
objects in the second computer space (column 1 lines 62-65, column 3 lines 34-40, column 5 lines 
14-29, column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15). Kenyon clearly discloses the selection of objects 
(documents, emails, shared network files) and the creation of links (association) between those 
objects; clearly the objects need to be identified before the links can be made. Furthermore, Kenyon 
discloses addressable objects (column 2 lines 52-67, column 3 1-16 lines 20-24, among others) and 
the navigation of addressable objects which again requires that the objects are identified. 

Kenyon clearly discloses automatically forming the one or more associations (inherent from 
the teachings of Kenyon et al. since keywords defining overlays (i.e. associations) are contained in 
the document and they are transferred with the document when shared and the overlay is 
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downloadable and can be made available globally) (column 5 lines 14-29, column 6 lines 59-66, 
column 7 lines 10-15) between the selected object and the second objects preexisting in the second 
computer space upon the sharing of die selected object and the association information from the 
first computer space to the second computer space (column 3 lines 34-40, column 5 lines 14-29, 
column 6 lines 59-66, column 7 lines 10-15). Kenyon clearly discloses creating associations between 
computer objects (documents, emails, shared network files), and that those associations are 
embedded in the objects, and that those associations can be shared between computer spaces. 
Furthermore, Kenyon clearly discloses that w hen the first user shares the overlay (i.e. the associative 
links) with second user it creates the same links that were on the first user's computer on the second 
user's computer; this would necessarily require those files to be present (i.e. preexisting) on the 
second computer space. 

Applicant argues that " [T[t is erroneously contended on page 9 of the Final Office Action 
dated October 3, 2008 that Hatori discloses a file sharing device." and that "Hatori fails to teach or 
suggest automatically forming one or more associations between the selected object and the second 
objects' preexisting in the second computer space upon the sharing of the selected object and the 
association information from the first computer space to the second computer space." 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees; in response to Applicant's argument that Hatori does 
not disclose a file sharing device, a file sharing device is a device capable of sharing files. Hatori 
clearly discloses a device (PC, PDA, computer, etc.) capable of starting, stopping, and controlling the 
sharing of files (e.g. running a file sharing service) (paragraph [0014], [0015], [0016]), therefore, 
Hatori clearly discloses a file sharing device. 

In response to Applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations 
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of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Applicant argues that Hatori fails to teach or suggest 
automatically forming one or more associations between the selected object and the second objects' 
preexisting in the second computer space upon the sharing of the selected object and the association 
information from the first computer space to the second computer space. Hatori was not intended 
to teach or cited as teaching the aforementioned claim feature(s). Kenyon, however, was intended to 
teach the aforementioned claim feature(s) as clearly cited in the Office Action and as detailed in the 
response above. 

Applicant argues with respect to independent claim 15 (and similarly independent claim 19) 
that Hatori fails to teach "determining an extent of the association of the selected object with the 
second computer space and permitting sharing of the selected object with the second computer 
space if it is' determined that the extend of association of the selected object with the second 
computer space is' greater than a predetermined threshold; and interfering with the sharing of the 
selected object with the second computer space if the association of the selected object with the 
second computer space is' not of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold." 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees; Hatori clearly discloses a file sharing system (see 
arguments above) (abstract, paragraph [0004], [0005], [0010], [0014], [0015], [0016]) in which the 
sharing of files is terminated/disabled bases upon a predetermined security level (i.e. threshold) 
wherein the service determines whether the association of the selected object with the second 
computer space is of an extent greater than a predetermined threshold (abstract, paragraph [0010] 
lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0012], paragraph [0013], paragraph [0021]); and interferes with the 
sharing of the selected object with the second computer space if the association of the selected 
object with the second computer space is not of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold 
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(abstract, paragraph [0010] lines 1-7 lines 13-17, paragraph [0012], paragraph [0013], paragraph 
[0021]). In other words, if association of the selected object with the second computer space is not 
of an extent greater than the predetermined threshold (i.e. security level) then the system interferes 
with the sharing of the selected object with the second computer space (i.e. the sharing of files is 
terminated or disabled). 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to DANIEL C. MURRAY whose telephone number is 571-270-1773. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 0800-1700 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Tonia Dollinger can be reached on (571)-272-4170. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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